Log Family Income: The natural logarithm of the household's total income in thousands of dollars, as reported in the parent questionnaire.
School Controls:
Urbanicity: A set of indicator variables for the location of the school: Urban, Suburban, or Rural.
Suburban is the omitted category.
School Size: A set of indicator variables for the number of students at the school, Small (< 400), Medium (400-1000), and Large (> 1000). Medium is the omitted category.
Cumulative Dropout Rate: The proportion of students who begin the school in its lowest grade who complete its highest grade. Private School: An indicator for all other non-public schools.
Percent College Prep
Percent White: Indicators for quartiles of percent of the student body that is white. The highest quartile is the omitted category.
Note also that the models control for neighborhood disadvantage, which is likely correlated with school quality, and for school mean college goals and school heterogeneity of college goals. For students attending a middle or junior high school during wave 1, the characteristics of the high school into which their current school feeds are used. This is necessary to deal with the cross-classification in the Addhealth data discussed above, but has the potential to misclassify feeder school respondents who did not attend the corresponding high school. Of the respondents in my analytic sample who attended middle or junior high schools in Wave 1 and did not attend that same school the following year (about 13% of the overall sample as recorded in wave 2), 65% attended the corresponding high school into which their school normally feeds, 30% attended a different school, and 5% did not attend school at all. However, compared to those who did attend their corresponding high school, those who did not were no more likely to enroll in college, net of the wave 1individual, family, and school control variables.
Neighborhood Controls:
In models that examine the relationship between neighborhood disadvantage and neighborhood cultural heterogeneity, it is necessary to control for other potential sources of neighborhood heterogeneity. Social organization theory points to three other potential structural sources of heterogeneity: immigration, residential instability, and ethnic and racial diversity. To control for immigration, I use the percent of neighborhood residents who are foreign born. To control for residential instability, I include percent of housing units that are owner occupied and percent of housing units that have housed the same household for the last five years. To control for ethnic diversity, I include percent Hispanic and percent Hispanic squared. Finally, to control for racial diversity, I use Simpson's Interaction Index (Reardon and Firebaugh 2002) . This index is constructed from the percent of neighborhood residents in four racial groups: White (W), Black (B), Asian (A), and Other (O):
This index varies from zero (entire neighborhood from one group) to 75 (neighborhood evenly divided between four groups). Tables   C1-C3. After estimating this model, the predicted value of the constant for the neighborhood is the measure of the scale in the logit metric (known as empirical Bayes estimates). These values are the sum of the constant and the neighborhood-specific random effect. The variables are then standardized for easier interpretation. Coefficients on the item indicators can be interpreted as item "severity" relative to the omitted category. The more negative a coefficient, the rarer the indicator. The age and gender indicators capture differences by age and gender in the indicators, and they allow the resulting scales to be independent of differences across neighborhoods in the age and gender of sampled individuals. An additional advantage of this framework is that individuals with missing data on some items do not need to be excluded from the model as long as they have data on at least one item.
Appendix B: Additional Tables
Reliability Reliability will also be higher when w k is near its maximum, which occurs when the proportion of items that are positive is one half. When more of the variance is between neighborhoods, reliability is higher for all neighborhoods, and neighborhoods with more individuals have higher reliability. Reliability of the neighborhood social cohesion scale has a mean of 0.29 and a standard deviation of 0.23. Reliabilities are uncorrelated with neighborhood disadvantage and are largely a function of the small numbers of respondents in some neighborhoods. Though these reliabilities are somewhat lower than those of neighborhood scales in prior research (e.g. Sampson et al. 1999) , models weight by the reliability of the neighborhood mean college goals scale, essentially privileging neighborhoods with more Addhealth respondents, for which measurement reliability is higher,. Appendix Table B1 shows the inter-item correlations of the variables that make up the scale. The item-rest correlation is the correlation between each item and the scale constructed without that item. Note that correlations are high for all three of the measures of presence of middle class families (college graduates, managerial/professional occupations, and family income above $75K), indicating that these variables are strongly correlated with the scale even when they are not included in it. The average inter-tem correlation is the average correlation of the items in a scale constructed without that single item. Note that there is not much variation in this column across items, indicating that no one item is pulling down the inter-item correlation in the overall scale. Finally, Cronbach's alpha is a measure of the reliability of the scale. The alpha column shows this value for the scale constructed without each individual item (and at the bottom for the scale produced with all the items). Note that the reliability of the scale is little affected by the removal of any one item and that it is lowered slightly if any one of the items measuring the presence of middle class families is removed.
